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HUME'S DIFFICULTIES WITH THE SELF 

I 

One o f  t h e  more b a f f l i n g  and a p p a r e n t l y  incon-  
c l u s i v e  p a r t s  o f  t h e  T r e a t i s e  is t h e  s e c t i o n  on p e r s o n a l  
i d e n t i t y .  Hume h i m s e l f ,  when he  t a k e s  a backward g l a n c e  a t  

i t  i n  t h o s e  n o t o r i o u s  p a s s a g e s  i n  t h e  Appendix, s i n g l e s  it 
o u t  as  r e p r e s e n t i n g  an  u n r e s o l v e d  problem i n  h i s  ph i lo sophy .  

I t  is a m a t t e r  o f  f a i r l y  g e n e r a l  agreement  among 
r e c e n t  writers on t h e  subject t h a t  one o f  flume's c h i e f  d i f -  
f i c u l t i e s  -- though n o t  one  h e  r e c o g n i z e s  -- is h i s  a s s i g n -  
i n g  t o  t h e  mind (or ,  sometimes, t h e  " i m a g i n a t i o n " )  c e r t a i n  
a c t i v i t i e s ,  which he  claims are i n s t r u m e n t a l  i n  g e n e r a t i n g  
b e l i e f  i n ,  and  awareness  o f ,  t h e  v e r y  mind or  s e l f  whose 
a c t i v i t i e s  t h e y  are s a i d  t o  be. '  Hume t a l k s  a b o u t  cus toms 
and h a b i t s  o f  t h e  mind and t h e  e x p e c t a t i o n s  a r i s i n g  o u t  o f  

t h e s e ,  o f  t h e  acts  o f  o b s e r v i n g ,  n o t i c i n g  and a s s o c i a t i n g ,  
of b e l i e v i n g ,  o f  f e i g n i n g ,  and so on ,  a c t s  which t h e  mind 
is r e q u i r e d  t o  pe r fo rm in o r d e r  f o r  u s  t o  b e  a b l e  t o  e x p l a i n  
a l o n g  a c c e p t a b l e  e m p i r i c i s t  l i n e s  how t h e  i d e a  of  an a b i d i n g  
s e l f  arises.  Such t a l k ,  i t  seems, a l r e a d y  p resupposes  t h e  
e x i s t e n c e  o f  a s e l f  and o u r  p o s s e s s i o n  o f  t h e  i d e a  t h e r e o f .  
So does ,  o f  c o u r s e ,  t h e  t a l k  i n v o l v e d  i n  Hume's a c c o u n t s  
o f  t h e  e x t e r n a l  wor ld  and  of  c a u s a l i t y .  I n s o f a r  as t h e s e  
i n v o l v e  h i s  t h e o r y  o f  b e l i e f ,  t h e y ,  too, seem t o  p resup-  
pose  a s e l f  which is more t h a n  a f i c t i o n ,  more than  a pro-  
d u c t  o f  t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n .  Yet t h e  a c c o u n t  he  g i v e s  of t h e  
s e l f  seems t o  y i e l d  p r e c i s e l y  a f i c t i o n  i n  j u s t  t h e  s e n s e  
i n  which o u r  i d e a s  of  t h e  e x t e r n a l  wor ld  and o f  i ts  c a u s a l  
c o n n e c t i o n s  are i d e a s  o f  f i c t i o n s .  Q u i t e  g e n e r a l l y ,  t h e n ,  
i f  Hume's t h e o r y  o f  bel ief  p r e s u p p o s e s  a c o n t i n u a l l y  e x i s t -  
i n g  s e l f ,  wha t  s e n s e  can  b e  made of h i s  a rguments  t o  show 
t h a t  o u r  b e l i e f  i n  s u c h  a s e l f  is t h e  b e l i e f  i n  a f i c t i o n ?  

I want  t o  a r g u e  t h a t  Hume can  be  defended  a g a i n s t  

such  criticisms and t h a t  t h e  a p p e a r a n c e  o f  c i r c u l a r i t y  
h e r e  is j u s t  t h a t :  an a p p e a r a n c e .  I t  r e s u l t s  l a r g e l y  from 
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t w o  f e a t u r e s  o f  t h e  T r e a t i s e .  The f i r s t  is t h a t  s i n c e  a t  
d i f f e r e n t  p o i n t s  i n  t h e  T r e a t i s e  Hume is o b v i o u s l y  concerned 
w i t h  d i f f e r e n t  problems,  h i s  l anguage  r e f l e c t s  t h i s .  I t  is 
for  t h i s  r e a s o n  only t h a t  a t  t i m e s  h e  t a l k s  i n  ways which 
make i t  seem t h a t  a c o n t i n u a l l y  e x i s t i n g  s e l f  i s  b e i n g  p r e -  
supposed .  The second  f e a t u r e  r e s p o n s i b l e  for t h e  appea r -  
ance  of  c i r c u l a r i t y  is t h a t  w h i l e  Hume draws  a d i s t i n c t i o n  
between "perfect" a n d ' € m p e r f e c t *  i d e n t i t y ,  h e  f a i l s  t o  make 
t h a t  d i s t i n c t i o n  e x p l i c i t  enough, so t h a t  one  may e a s i l y  
m i s s  t h e  a l l - i m p o r t a n t  p o i n t  t h a t  it is o n l y  t h e  fo rmer  
sor t  o f  i d e n t i t y  which i s  b e i n g  d e n i e d ' o f  t h e  s e l f ,  and  t h e  
l a t t e r  sor t  which i s  b e i n g  e x p l a i n e d  and a c c o u n t e d  f o r  
a l o n g  tlumean e m p i r i c i s t  l i n e s .  I f  w e  keep  t h i s  i n  mind, we 
s h a l l  see t h a t  t h e  r e f e r e n c e s  in h i s  a c c o u n t  of t h e  i d e n t i t y  
of t h e  s e l f  t o  t h e  a c t i v i t i e s  of t h e  s e l f  are n o t  q u e s t i o n -  
begg ing ,  and t h a t  t h e  a t t r i b u t i o n  of t h e s e  a c t i v i t i e s  t o  
t h e  v e r y  same " f i c t i o n "  whose e x i s t e n c e  is b e i n g  a c c o u n t e d  
f o r  c a r r i e s  no a b s u r d i t y .  

One way t o  br ing  o u t  t h e  d i f f e r e n c e s  between t h e  
k i n d  o f  self  which is a l l e g e d  t o  be p resupposed  by Hume's 

a c c o u n t  and t h a t  which ,  as I e h a l l  a r g u e ,  is r e a l l y  i n v o l d  
i n  t h a t  a c c o u n t ,  is to  p u t  p r e s s u r e  on Hume's d o c t r i n e  of  
a s s o c i a t i o n .  I t  is f r e q u e n t l y  u rged  by commenta tors2  t h a t  
t h e  n o t i o n  o f  a s s o c i a t i o n  which is so fundamen ta l  f o r  much 
o f  Hume's p h i l o s o p h y  is ambiguous,  showing a s  i t  d o e s  t h e  
i n f l u e n c e  o f  two v e r y  d i f f e r e n t  models ,  d e r i v i n g  from 
Hutcheson and  Newton r e s p e c t i v e l y .  On t h e  f i r s t  model,  a 
c o n t i n u i n g  s e l f  is presupposed  as t h e  a g e n t  o f  t h e  v a r i o u s  
sorts of  a s s o c i a t i v e  a c t s  h e  invokes ;  on  t h e  second  i t  is  
t h e  items a s s o c i a t e d  ( p e r c e p t i o n s )  which are themse lves  t h e  
e n t i t i e s  d o i n g  t h e  a s s o c i a t i n g .  C l e a r l y ,  t h e  q u e s t i o n  
w h e t h e r  tlume's t h e o r y  of b e l i e f  i n v o l v e s  t h e  a s sumpt ion  t h a t  
a c o n t i n u i n g  s e l f  ex is t s  ( h a r m l e s s  i n  t h e  u s e s  o f  t h a t  
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t h e o r y  i n  o t h e r  c o n t e x t s , b u t  p o s s i b l y  f a t a l  i n  i t s  u s e  i n  
a t h e o r y  of p e r s o n a l  i d e n t i t y )  may b e  s e e n  t o  r e s o l v e  i n t o  
t h e  q u e s t i o n ,  which model of a s s o c i a t i o n  is fundamen ta l  f o r  
Hume? 

I t  is, of c o u r s e ,  an  u n d e n i a b l e  f a c t  t h a t  Hume 
t a l k s  of  a s s o c i a t i o n  i n  t w o  r a d i c a l l y  d i f f e r e n t  ways. On 
t h e  one hand, he  t a l k s  o f  t h e  mind (and o f  t h e  i m a g i n a t i o n )  
as " a s s o c i a t i n g  p e r c e p t i o n s  , " a e  " n o t i c i n g "  o r  "obse rv ing"  
r e semblances  and o t h e r  r e l a t i o n s ,  and as d e v e l o p i n g  
"customs" and  " e x p e c t a t i o n s "  -- a p p a r e n t l y ,  t h e  flutcheson- 
i a n  view. On t h e  o t h e r  hand ,  he  epeake  of i m p r e s s i o n s  and 
i d e a s  t h e m s e l v e s  as " a t t r a c t i n g "  and " i n t r o d u c i n g "  each  
o t h e r ,  as " f a l l i n g  r e g u l a r l y  i n t o  complex ones"  and so on 
-- t h e  Newtonian, or " g r a v i t a t i o n a l , "  p i c t u r e .  

a c c o u n t s  o f  a s s o c i a t i o n ?  Is t h e r e ,  i n  t h e  Treatise, a t  
l e a s t ,  as J a n e  McIntyre  claims, "a t e n s i o n  between t w o  
d i f f e r e n t  imp l i c i t  a c c o u n t s  o f  t h e  a s s o c i a t i o n  o f  i d e a s " ?  
Not, i t  seems to  m e ,  i f  w e  remember t h a t  t h e  h e a r t  o f  Hume's 
t h e o r y  of t h e  s e l f  is p r e c i s e l y  t h e  claim t h a t  t h e  mind 
n o t h i n g  but a c o l l e c t i o n  o f  p e r c e p t i o n s  ( o r g a n i z e d  i n  cer- 
t a i n  ways) .  Then, s u r e l y ,  l o c u t i o n s  of t h e  so r t  " t h e  mind 
a s s o c i a t e s "  c a n n o t  b e  t a k e n  a t  f a c e  value as  imply ing  t h e  
Hu tcheson ian  view -- i n  f a c t ,  Hum seems t o  be s a y i n g  some- 
t h i n g  r a t h e r  closer t o  t h e  Newtonian one .  Only i f  w e  ove r -  
l ook  or f o r g e t  t h i s  w i l l  w e  t h i n k  t h a t  Hume wan t s  t o  s a y  
b o t h  t h a t  t h e  mind is mere ly  a c o l l e c t i o n  of p e r c e p t i o n s  
a s s o c i a t e d  w i t h  e a c h  o t h e r  i n  c e r t a i n  ways and a& t h a t  
t h e r e  is an e n d u r i n g  s e l f  to'which t h e  f u n c t i o n s  i n v o l v e d  
i n  t h e  n o t i o n s  o f  h a b i t ,  cus tom,  etc.,  a r e  t o  be  a s s i g n e d .  
Tha t  would l e a d  t o  an  impasse  f rom which t h e r e  c o u l d  be  
n o  e s c a p e .  Hume c e r t a i n l y  a s s e r t s ,  and a r g u e s  f o r ,  t h e  
f i r s t  of t h e s e  p r o p o s i t i o n s .  H e  nowhere a s s e r t s  t h e  second: 
t h e  p a s s a g e s  t h a t  t r o u b l e  McIn ty re  and o t h e r s ,  where h e  
t a l k s  a b o u t  t h e  mind as  a s s o c i a t i n g  p e r c e p t i o n s ,  a p p e a r  t o  
imply i t  o n l y  i f  w e  f o r g e t  t h a t  by " t h e  mind" i n  such  

Is Hume, however,  r e a l l y  commit ted  t o  t w o  d i f f e r e n t  

3 
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p l a c e s  w e  are t o  u n d e r s t a n d  p r e c i s e l y  a c o l l e c t i o n  of  per -  
c e p t i o n s .  O f  c o u r s e ,  some o f  t h e s e  p a s s a g e s  o c c u r  b e f o r e  
Hume makes t h i s  c l e a r  i n  t h e  s e c t i o n  on p e r s o n a l  i d e n t i t y .  
But i n  t h o s e  a a r l i o r  c o n t e x t s  where  Hume a d o p t s  t h i s  way of 
speak ing ,  h e  d o e s  not n e e d  t o  a d d r e s s  t h e  p r e s e n t  i s s u e  and 
can  a f f o r d  t o  l e a v e  u n i n v e s t i g a t e d  t h e  n a t u r e  o f  t h e  e n t i t y  
c a l l e d  "mind" or " i m a g i n a t i o n "  , whose a c t i v i t y  h e  a l l e g e s  
t o  b e  t h e  s o u r c e  of c e r t a i n  b e l i e f s  (e.g., i n  c a u s a l  con- 
n e c t i o n s  or  i n  t h e  e x t e r n a l  w o r l d ) :  i t  would be  mere ly  d i s -  
t r a c t i n g  to i n t r o d u c e  t h e s e  f u r t h e r  c o m p l i c a t i o n s  a t  such  
p o i n t s .  W e  s h o u l d  n o t  make t h e  m i s t a k e  o f  r e g a r d i n g  Hume, 
because  o f  t h e  d i s c r e t i o n  h e  shows i n  p o s t p o n i n g  coming t o  
g r i p s  w i t h  t h i s  q u e s t i o n ,  a s  b e i n g  commit ted  t o  j u s t  t h e  
view of t h e  mind t h a t ,  when h e  d o e s  come t o  a d d r e s s  t h e  
t o p i c ,  he  f i r m l y  and u n e q u i v o c a l l y  rejects.  What Hume 
wants  t o  s a y  i s  p r e c i s e l y  t h a t  t h e  mind, u n d e r s t o o d  a s  a 
bund le  o f  d i r e c t l y  a s s o c i a t e d  p e r c e p t i o n s ,  i s  t h e  e n t i t y  
t o  which t h o s e  c r u c i a l  a c t i v i t i e s  h i s  t a l k  o f  cusLom and 
h a b i t  i n v o l v e s  are t o  be  a s s i g n e d .  Now t h i s  l e a v e s  Hume 
w i t h  t h e  d i f f i c u l t  t a s k  o f  making s e n s e  o f  such  a s t r a n g e -  
seeming claim and of  e x p l a i n i n g  how it can  be t r u e .  But 
t h i s  i s  a d i f f e r e n t  d i f f i c u l t y  from t h e  s o - c a l l e d  " funda-  
men ta l  d i f f i c u l t y "  a l l e g e d  by h i s  r e c e n t  c r i t i c s ;  t h a t  
" d i f f i c u l t y "  e v a p o r a t e s  once  w e  c e a s e  t r y i n g  t o  s a d d l e  
Hume w i t h  an  i n c o n s i s t e n c y  a r i s i n g  o u t  of  r e g a r d i n g  him a s  
a t  l eas t  v e s t i g i a l l y  commit ted  t o  t h e  v e r y  view of t h e  s e l f  
he  is p l a i n l y  conce rned  t o  reject .  

I11 

I can  s k e t c h  o n l y  i n  t h e  b a r e s t  o u t l i n e  what  I t a k e  

t o  be Hume's s o l u t i o n  t o  t h e  r e a l  d i f f i c u l t y  which I have  
s u g g e s t e d  r ema ins  f o r  him. Hume g i v e s  i t s  e s s e n c e  v e r y  
d i r e c t l y  and b o l d l y :  A s  memory aZone acqua in t s  us w i t h  
t h e . .  . s u c o e s s i o n  of  p e r o e p t i o n e ,  ' t i 8  t o  be c o n e i d e r ' d ,  
upon t h a t  account c h i e f l y ,  as the  source  of persona l  



49. 

i d e n t i t y .  Had we no memory, we never  shou'd have any notion 
of c a u s a t i o n ,  nor consequen t l y  of t h a t  chain  of causes  and 
e f f e c t s ,  which c o n s t i t u t e  our s e l f  o r  p e r s o n .  (T261-2)4 I t  

is memory, o r ,  t o  be more s p e c i f i c ,  t h e  p r e s e n c e  o f  memory 
p e r c e p t i o n s  among the  series o f  c o l l e c t i o n s  o f  p e r c e p t i o n s ,  
t h a t ,  on Hume's view, t h e  mind or s e l f ,  w h i c h  makes i t  
p o s s i b l e  f o r  s u c h  a series t o  be a s e l f ,  a s i n g l e  e n t i t y  
w h i c h  c a n  be i n d i v i d u a t e d ,  a n d  of w h i c h  t h a t  s e l f  c a n  be 

aware.5 L e t  me s i n g l e  o u t  t w o  aspects o f  t h e  d i f f i c u l t y  
f a c i n g  Hume i n  a t t e m p t i n g  t o  make i n t e l l i g i b l e  h i s  claim 
t h a t  ( c o l l e c t i o n s  o f )  p e r c e p t i o n s  are t h e  a g e n t s  of t h o s e  
a c t i v i t i e s  h e  a s s i g n s  to  t h e  s e l f  or i m a g i n a t i o n .  F i r s t ,  
how c a n  o n e  make s e n s e  of d i s t i n c t  p e r c e p t i o n s  a t t r a c t i n g  
e a c h  o t h e r  d i r e c t l y  i n  t h e  manner  r e q u i r e d  by t h e  Newtonian 
or " g r a v i t a t i o n a l "  model  o f  a s s o c i a t i o n ?  W h i l e  I h a v e  a 
s u s p i c i o n  t h a t  t h e  t a s k  of u n p a c k i n g  t h e  m e t a p h o r s  i n v o l v e d  
is w e l l - n i g h  h o p e l e s s ,  it may be s u g g e s t e d  t h a t  o n e  way i n  
which  a p e r c e p t i o n  may p o i n t  i n  t h e  d i r e c t i o n  of a n o t h e r  is 
by b e i n g  a memory o f  t h e  l a t te r .6  
memories ( a s  w e l l  as t h a t  o f  a n t i c i p a t i o n s )  may be j u s t  t h e  
bond r e q u i r e d  for c e m e n t i n g  p e r c e p t i o n s  w i t h o u t  t h e  a i d  o f  
a n  a d d i t i o n a l  a g e n c y  s u c h  a s  a mind whose  p e r c e p t i o n s ,  on 
t h e  a l t e r n a t i v e  model, t h e y  would  be s a i d  to  be. The 
s e c o n d  p r o b l e m a t i c  a s p e c t  o f  Hume's t a s k  w e  s h o u l d  n o t e  i s  
t h e  n e e d  t o  e x p l a i n  o u r  a w a r e n e s s  t h a t  some p e r c e p t i o n s  a r e  
a s s o c i a t e d  i n  t h i s  d i rec t  way; t h a t  is, t o  a c c o u n t  f o r  
s e l f - c o n s c i o u s n e s s  on s u c h  a Newtonian  t h e o r y .  P e r c e p t i o n s  
are,  by d e f i n i t i o n ,  items o f  c o n s c i o u s n e s s ,  a n d  e v e n  when 
t h e  a n s w e r  t o  t h e  q u e s t i o n ,  Items o f  whose c o n s c i o u s n e s s ?  
t u r n s  o u t  t o  be a s  p a r a d o x i c a l - s e e m i n g  as  Hume's, t h e  d i s -  
s o l u t i o n  o f  t h e  p a r a d o x  c a n n o t  i n v o l v e  d e n y i n g  or i g n o r i n g  
t h e  p h e n o m e n o l o g i c a l  f a c t  t h a t  t h e  bundle o f  p e r c e p t i o n s  
w h i c h  is t h e  s e l f  is aware o f  i t s e l f  as s u c h  a b u n d l e  con-  
s t i t u t i n g  s u c h  a u n i t y .  But  t h e r e  is n o t h i n g  m y s t e r i o u s  
a b o u t  t h i s ,  i f  some o f  t h e s e  items are e s s e n t i a l l y  i n t e n -  
t i o n a l  i n  c h a r a c t e r  i n  t h e  way t h a t  memories are -- a n d  

The i n t e n t i o n a l i t y  o f  
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t h i s ,  I s u g g e s t ,  is w h a t  lluine has i n  mind when h e  t a l k s  of 
memory discovering as well as producing s e l f - i d e n t i t y  

( T 2 6 2 ) .  7 

So w e  c a n  see t h a t  Hume's i n s i s t e n c e  on t h e  c e n -  

t r a l i t y  of memory i n  any a c c o u n t  of s e l f - i d e n t i t y  a n d  t h e  

g r a v i t a t i o n a l  model  of a s s o c i a t i o n  g o  hand i n  hand  -- 
a n o t h e r  r e a s o n  f o r  n o t  t a k i n g  Hum@ t o  be c o m m i t t e d  t o  

a n o t h e r ,  p l a i n l y  c o n f l i c t i n g ,  model o f  a s s o c i a t i o n  as  w e l l .  
Nor c o u l d  a n  o v e r l a p - t h e o r y  of t h e  i n g e n i o u s  sort  

s u g g e s t e d  by M c I n t y r e  s o l v e  t h e  " f u n d a m e n t a l  d i f f i c u l t y " ,  if 
t h e r e  r e a l l y  were o n e . *  
l o n g  as t h e  se t  of p e r c e p t i o n s  a t  t i m e  t a n d  t h e  s e t  a t  

t i m e  t l  h a v e  some members i n  common, t h e  c o n t i n u i t y  re- 
q u i r e d  f o r  t h e  i d e n t i t y  o f  a s e l f  is p r o v i d e d ,  i n  s p i t e  o f  

t h e  s t r i c t  n o n - i d e n t i t y  of t h e  sets. 

n e e d  h a v e  a member i n  common o n l y  w i t h  t h e  se t  a t  t l ,  and  

n o t  w i t h  t h a t  a t  t ,  i n  o r d e r  f o r  t and t2  t o  be i d e n t i c a l  

in t h i s  weak - b u t ,  as M c I n t y r e  c la ims,  Humean -- s e n s e .  

But  i t  is h a r d  t o  see why t h e  p r e s e n c e  o f  h o l d - o v e r  per -  

c e p t i o n s  i n  s u c c e s s i v e  collections s h o u l d  be t h o u g h t  t o  be 
of h e l p  i n  making s e n s e  o f  t h e  a t t r i b u t i o n  of i m a g i n a t i v e  

a c t i v i t y ,  c u s t o m  a n d  h a b i t  t o  t h e  series of such collections 

w l r j c h  i t  s e r v e s ,  on s u c h  a v iew,  t o  u n i f y .  I f  i t  were t r u e ,  

as Mcliityrc i n s i s t s ,  t h a t  f u r  Iluiiic? " t h e  s e l f  is n o t  i d c n t i -  

c a l  t h r o u g h  t i m e , " '  why s l i o u l d  t h e  f a c t  t h a t  t h e r e  is some 

cumpoileiit coninion to a s u c c e s s i o n  of s t r i c t l y  d i v e r s e  se t s  
of perceptions ( e v e n  a conipcjnent which  i s  i t s e l f  s t r i c t l y  
i d e n t i c a l  t h r o u g h  tiiiie) be t h o u g h t  t o  h e l p  t o  make s e n s e  

of and j u s t i f y  talk o f  h a b i t  and  i m a g i n a t i v e  a c t i v i t y ?  
S u r e l y ,  w e  would s t i l l  h a v e  t h e  p u z z l e  o f  w h a t  e n t i t y  i t  

i s  whose h a b i t ,  e tc . ,  is b e i n y  i n v o k e d ?  Is i t  o n e  of t h e s e  

se ts ,  a l l  o f  t h e n  somehow, or j u s t  t h e  common components  

l i n k i n g  (scts o f )  t h c s e  s e t s ?  Would i t  make s e n s e  to o p t  

f o r  a n y  o n e  o f  t h e s e  a n s w e r s ?  

r e f u s a l  s h a r e d  by most of IIume's cr i t ics  t o  t a k e  s e r i o u s l y  

A c c o r d i n g  t o  t h i s  s u g g e s t i o n ,  as 

Arid t h e  s e t  a t  t 2  

The s o u r c e  o f  t h e  t r o u b l e  i s ,  i t  seems t o  me, t h e  
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e n o u g h  h i s  d i s t i n c t i o n  b e t w e e n  p e r f e c t  ( a l s o  c a l l e d  b y  h im 
"strict" or " p r o p e r " )  i d e n t i t y  a n d  i m p e r f e c t  i d e n t i t y .  
A s h l e y  and  S t a c k  h a v e  a r g u e d ,  t o  my mind p e r s u a s i v e l y ,  t h a t  
t h i s  r e f u s a l  i s  a m i s t a k e ,  a n d  I w i l l  n o t  p u r s u e  t h e  matter 
h e r e  beyond s a y i n g  t h a t  i f  t h e  set  o f  t h e  sets of p e r c e p -  
t i o n s  a t  t . . . tn may b e  s e e n  a s  c o n s t i t u t i n g  a s e l f  w i t h  
i m p e r f e c t  i d e n t i t y ,  t h e r e  i s  n o  n e e d  f o r  M c I n t y r e ' s  maneu- 
v r e  o f  i n c l u d i n g  p e r c e p t i o n s  common t o  s e v e r a l  of t h e  
member-sets.lo The i m p e r f e c t  i d e n t i t y  o f  t h e  s e t  o f  t h e s e  
sets t h a t  i s  t h e  s e l f  d o e s  n o t  d e p e n d  on t h e  p e r f e c t  i d e n -  
t i t y  o f  any  p e r c e p t i o n ,  e v e n  i n  M c I n t y r e ' s  restricted s e n s e  
Thus ,  i E  w e  t a k e  t h e  d i s t i n c t i o n  b e t w e e n  p e r f e c t  a n d  i m -  
p e r f e c t  i d e n t i t y  s e r i o u s l y ,  w e  n e e d  n o t  deny  o u r s e l v e s  t h e  
l u x u r y  of s a y i n g ,  c o n s i s t e n t  w i t h  o r d i n a r y  u s a g e  a n d  o u r  
common-sense b e l i e f s ,  t h a t  w e  are,  t h o u g h  s t r i c t l y  s p e a k i n g  
d i f f e r e n t  f r o m  moment t o  moment, n e v e r t h e l e s s  t h e  same a t  
t h o s e  d i f f e r e n t  moments; t h a t  t h e r e  is one i d e n t i c a l  s e l f  
w h i c h  is c o n s t i t u t e d  by  a series of d i v e r s e  c o l l e c t i o n s  o f  
p e r c e p t i o n s ,  and  t h a t  i t  i s  t h i s  o n e  s e l f  whose  h a b i t s  a n d  
i m a g i n a t i v e  a c t i v i t i e s  are  a t  work i n  g e n e r a t i n g  i t s  b e l i e f s  
i n  a n  e x t e r n a l  w o r l d ,  i t s  material objects a n d  i t s  c a u s a l  
c o n n e c t i o n s .  I n  a d v a n c i n g -  h i s  a c c o u n t ,  Hume is n o t  r e a l l y  
c o m m i t t e d  t o  t h e  p a r a d o x i c a l - s e e m i n g  v iew t h a t  p e r c e p t i o n s  
t h e m s e l v e s  as s u c h  c a n  p e r c e i v e ,  remember, compare ,  a n t i -  
c ipa t e ,  etc.  What h e  s a y s  is t h a t  p e o p l e  ( m i n d s )  d o  a l l  

t h e s e  t h i n g s  a n d  t h e n  g o e s  o n  t o  t e l l  us w h a t  minds  z z .  
T h e r e  i s  n o  more ( t h o u g h  p e r h a p s  n o  less) m y s t e r y  h e r e  
t h a n  i n  s a y i n g  t h a t  c h a i r s  are c o l l e c t i o n s  o f  p a r t i c l e s .  
Having  s a i d  t h i s ,  n o t h i n g  f o r c e s  u s  t o  abandon o u r  common- 
s e n s e  b e l i e f ,  r e f l e c t e d  i n  o r d i n a r y  l a n g u a g e ,  t h a t  when w e  
s i t  down we s i t  on a c h a i r  a n d  n o t  j u s t  on p a r t i c l e s .  

I V  

The s e c o n d  a s p e c t ,  a s  n o t e d  a b o v e ,  o f  t h e  t a s k  f a c i n g  
Hume i n  making  s e n s e  o f  a s e l f  based on a Newtonian model  
o f  a s s o c i a t i o n  i s  t h a t  o f  g i v i n g  some a c c o u n t  o f  s e l f -  
a w a r e n e s s .  McNabb e n d s  h i s  d i s c u s s i o n  o f  t h e  topic  of p e r -  
s o n a l  i d e n t i t y  w i t h  t h e  q u e s t i o n ,  "But  s t i l l ,  w h a t  is i t  for 
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a p e r c e p t i o n  t o  be aware o f  i t s e l f  a s  a member o f  t h a t  rela- 
t i o n a l  u n i t y  o f  p e r c e p t i o n s  w e  c a l l  a mind?"" 
N e l s o n  P i k e ,  t h e r e  remains a t  t h e  e n d  of h i s  d e f e n c e  of 
tlume's t h e o r y  t h e  d i f f i c u l t y  o f  how, i f  t h e  mind i s  j u s t  a 
b u n d l e  or series of c o n s c i o u s  s ta tes ,  i t  c a n  be aware of 
i t s e l f  s u c h  a b u n d l e  or series p o s s e s s i n g  a c e r t a i n  u n i t y .  

McNabb c o n f e s s e s  t o  h a v i n g  no  answer. P i k e  o f f e r s  a n  i n -  
g e n i o u s  o n e  which  goes a t  l eas t  p a r t  o f  t h e  way t o  s o l v i n g  
t h e  d i f f i c u l t y :  " A  ser ies  of c o n s c i o u s  s ta tes  c a n n o t  be 

aware o f  i t s e l f  as a series. B u t  a series o f  c o n s c i o u s  
s t a t e s  m i g h t  c o n t a i n  a n  a w a r e n e s s  w h i c h  is of i t s e l f  p r e -  
s e n t e d  a s  a series."'* 

Even f o r  

-- 

The s o l u t i o n  I w a n t  t o  u r g e  s h o u l d  now be c l ea r .  We 
s h o u l d  n o t  s a y  t h a t  a perception ( f o r  P i k e ,  a " c o n s c i o u s  
s t a t e " )  is aware o f  t h e  i d e n t i t y  o f  t h e  series ( t h e  s e l f )  
w h i c h  i t  p a r t i a l l y  c o n s t i t u t e s ;  r a t h e r ,  w e  s h o u l d  s a y  
t h a t  t h e  self is aware o f  i t s  i d e n t i t y  j u s t  b e c a u s e  i t  con- 
t a i n s  a c e r t a i n  k i n d  o f  p e r c e p t i o n .  The p e r c e p t i o n s  w h i c h  

c a n  f u l f i l l  t h i s  p e c u l i a r  f u n c t i o n  are j u s t  t h o s e  which  
p o s s e s s  t h e  i n t e n t i o n a l i t y  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c  o f  memory, h e n c e  
l lume ' s  insistence on t h e i r  c e n t r a l i t y  t o  any  account o f  

s e l f - i d e n t i t y . 1 3  
g l u e  u n i t i n g  t h e  d i v e r s e  p e r c e p t i o n s  o f  a mind o r  s e l f ,  

t l w t  bond between s t r i c t l y  d i s t i n c t  e x i s t e n c e s  f o i  which  

llume a s k s  d e s p a i r i n g l y  i n  t h e  Appendix  (T636)  .14 Ile n e e d  
n o t  h a v e  d e s p a i r e d ,  however ,  h a d  h e  r e a l i z e d  t h a t  h e  him- 
s e l f  h a d  a l r e a d y  p r o v i d e d  a t  l eas t  t h e  b a s i s  of a way o u t  Of 
t h e  a p p a r e n t  d i lemma,  when i n  t h e  v e r y  same p a s s a g e s  o f  t h e  
Appendix h e  s p e a k s  o f  our " f e e l i n g "  a c o n n e c t i o n  between 
i d e a s  o f  h i s  error i n  f o r m e r l y  s u p p o s i n g  t h a t  f o r c e  a n d  
v i v a c i t y  were t h e  o n l y  p r o p e r t i e s  i n  r e s p e c t  o f  w h i c h  i d e a s  
w i t h  t h e  same c o n t e n t  (of t h e  same o b j e c t )  c o u l d  d i f f e r ,  

r a t h e r  t h a n ,  as h e  now r e a l i z e s ,  a lso bg t h e i r .  di f f c w n t  
l e e l i n g ;  a n d ,  f i n a l l y ,  of d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  f e e l i n g  a s  i n c l u d -  
i n g  d i f f e r e n c e s  arnong ideac l ,  which oannot  p r o p e r l g  be com- 

15 p w l i e r i d c d  under  t h e  terms " f o r c e "  a n d  "uiuucitg" ( T 6 3 6 ) .  

I t  i s  s u c h  p e r c e p t i o n s  w h i c h  p r o v i d e  t h e  
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I n  a l l  t h e s e  ways h e  h a d  a l r e a d y  o p e n e d  t h e  way t o  i n c l u d -  
i n g  i n t e n t i o n a l i t y  among these d i f f e r e n c e s  i n  f e e l i n g  a n d  
t o  c o n n e c t i n g  h i s  s p e c i f i c  i n s i g h t  c o n c e r n i n g  t h e  c e n t r a l  
role o f  memory i n  s e l f - a w a r e n e s s  w i t h  t h e s e  g e n e r a l  r e v i -  
s i o n s  i n  t h e  Appendix  o f  t h e  o v e r l y  r e s t r i c t i v e  e a r l i e r  
p a r t s  o f  t h e  Trea t i se .  A l l  t h e  ma te r i a l s  are t h e r e  f o r  a 
s o l u t i o n  o f  t h e  a l l e g e d  d i f f i c u l t i e s ;  i t  is s u r p r i s i n g  
t h a t  n e i t h e r  llume n o r  h i s  c o m m e n t a t o r s  h a v e  made f u l l  u s e  
of them. 

--- 

I f  t h e  i n t e r p r e t a t i o n  I h a v e  u r g e d  is anywhere  n e a r  

t h e  mark, i t  is e a s y  t o  Bee why t h e  a l l e g a t i o n  of c i r c u l a r -  
i t y ,  o f  r e l y i n g  on a f i c t i o n a l  s e l f  to  e x p l a i n  t h e  p r o d u c -  
t i o n  o f  f i c t i o n s ,  f a i l s  t o  hold f o r  Hume. The se l f  which  
on h i s  a c c o u n t  p r o d u c e s  f i c t i o n s  is a v e r y  rea l  o n e ,  t h o u g h  
o n e  composed o f  n o t h i n g  b u t  p e r c e p t i o n s .  I n  p a r t i c u l a r ,  i t  
d o e s  n o t  i n c l u d e ,  i n  a d d i t i o n  to  t h o s e  p e r c e p t i o n s ,  a con-  
t i n u i n g  s e l f  p o s s e s s i n g  p e r f e c t  i d e n t i t y .  I t  is t h e  l a t t e r  
t h a t  is f i c t i o n a l ,  a n d  Hume is able  t o  e x p l a i n  how it is 
t h a t  w e  come t o  b e l i e v e  i n  s u c h  a f i c t i o n .  B u t  f o r  t h i s  
e x p l a n a t i o n ,  as  w e l l  a s  f o r  t h e  e x p l a n a t i o n  o f  o t h e r  be- 
l i e f s  i n  o t h e r  f i c t i o n s ,  o n l y  t h e  i m p e r f e c t l y  i d e n t i c a l  
a n d  v e r y  r e a l  s e l f  w h i c h  c o n s i s t s  of an o r g a n i z e d  set of 
p e r c e p t i o n s  is r e q u i r e d .  1 6  

J. I .  Biro 
On i v e r s  i t y  o f  Oklahoma 

1. S e e  D. G. C. McNabb, David  Hume, ( C o n n e c t i c u t ,  19511,  
e s p .  pp. 146-152; J.=Hume's I n t e n t i o n s  ( N e w  
York, 1 9 5 2 1 ,  e s p .  pp. 77-83; Wade L. R o b i s o n ,  FFHurne 

P h i l o s o p h  vol .  X I 1  (19  , pp.  

D i a l o g u e ,  v o l .  X I V  ( 1 9 7 5 1 ,  pp.  389-409. A d e f e n c e  o f  
= a g a i n s t  t h i s  cri t icism, n o t  d i s s i m i l a r  t o  t h e  
o n e  p r e s e n t e d  h e r e  ( t h o u g h  w i t h o u t  t h e  e m p h a s i s  on t h e  
role o f  memory a n d  t h e  s o l u t i o n  it o f f e r s  t o  t h e  p r o b -  
lem of s e l f - a w a r e n e s s )  is t o  be found i n  N e l s o n  P i k e ' s  
"Ilume's B u n d l e  T h e o r y  of t h e  S e l f :  A L i m i t e d  D e f e n c e , "  
American P h i l o s o p h i c a l  Q u a r t e r l y ,  v o l .  4 ,  ( 1 9 6 7 1 ,  

on P e r s o n a l  I d e n t i t y , "  J o u r n a l  

d ' H u m e ' s  Theor::: t h e  

pp.mr-- 
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S e e  Norman Kemp Smi th ,  The Ph i losophy  o f  David Hume, 
(London, 19601, e s p .  pp. 73-76, a lso pp. 254-6; 
J a n e  L. McIntyre ,  "Is Hume's S e l f  C o n s i s t e n t ? "  
(For thcoming i n  M c G i l l  Hume S t u d i e s ) .  

Mr In ty re ,  pp. 00. 

See  a l s o  Green b Grose ( h e r e a f t e r  GG), vol. 1, p.542. 

On t h e  q u e s t i o n  o f  whe the r  t h e  s e l f  and  t h e  mind are 
t h e  same f o r  Hume, see Penelhum, p. 398, and J. I. Biro, 
"Hume on S e l f - I d e n t i t y  and  Memory,. The Review o f  
Metaphys ics ,  vo l .  XXX ( 1 9 7 6 ) ,  pp.  19-38 (esp .  27-8) .  

For  a f u l l e r  d i s c u s s i o n  of t h i s  i n t e n t i o n a l i t y  of 
memory and  t h e  role it p l a y s  i n  H u m e ' s  t h e o r y  o f  t h e  
s e l f ,  see Biro, pp. 29-33. 

See a l s o  E, v o l .  1, pp. 542-3. 

McIntyre ,  pp. 00. 

McIn ty re ,  pp. 00. (Because  s h e  t a k e s  " i d e n t i t y "  t o  
mean * p e r f e c t "  or "strict" i d e n t i t y . )  

L. Ashley and M .  S t a c k ,  "Hume's Theory o f  t h e  S e l f  and 
I t s  I d e n t i t y , "  D ia logue ,  v o l .  X I 1 1  (1974) , pp. 239-254. 

McNabb, p. 152 .  Compare Kemp Smi th ,  on Hume's d i f f i -  
c u l t y  i n  t h e  Appendix (2. ci t . ,  p. 73) : "The complex, 
he t h e r e  r e c o g n i z e s  [ a s  t h e x n d l ,  i s  n o t  mere ly  i t s e l f  

rehended  as complex, and any exp la -  
n a t i o n  t h a t  but r e f e r s  is =iT---- on y t o  i ts  c o n s t i t u e n t s  and t o  t h e  
complex , 
a s s o c i a t i v e  agency t h r o u g h  which t h e y  a r e  a s sembled ,  i s  
i g n o r i n g  f a c t o r s  which a r e  not t o  be  so accoun ted  for." 

1 2 .  P i k e ,  p. 165. 

13. A l m o s t  e q u a l l y  i m p o r t a n t ,  though Hume d o e s  n o t  seem t o  
r e c o g n i z e  t h i s ,  is t h e  i n t e n t i o n a l i t y  o f  f u t u r e -  
o r i e n t e d  p e r c e p t i o n s  o f  t h e  sor t  w e  c a l l  " a n t i c i p a t i o n s "  
and 'I i n t e n t i o n s .  " 

1 4 .  See  also 5, p. 559. 

15 .  9. 
16. I am i n d e b t e d  t o  Monte Cook and Kenneth Merrill f o r  

h e l p f u l  comments on ear l ie r  v e r s i o n s  o f  t h i s  pape r .  


